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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view 
of the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant argues on page 24, that 'in contrast Kenyon £ 562, 
the input is compared to only a single stored template and not to a plurality of feature time series 
waveforms'. Examiner respectfully disagrees. It is noted that col 5, lines 3-26, discusses that the 
first stage reference patterns are compared to each pattern of the first stage reference library. The 
generated spectragrams are being compared to the first stage reference spectragrams, wherein the 
spectragrams correspond with the claimed 'feature time series waveforms'. Furthermore col. 8, 
lines 26-40, discloses, "the most recently generated spectragram is compared with every 
reference pattern in the first stage library". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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3. Claims 1-10, 12-17 & 19-33, 35-40 & 42-51 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kenyon, (U.S. Pat # 4,843,562), in view of Ishihara, (U.S. Pat # 5,953,439). 

Considering claim 1, the claimed apparatus for recognizing input data stream comprising 
a receiver for receiving the input data stream, and an interface for selecting any one portion of 
the received data stream, and forming a first plurality of feature time series waveforms 
corresponding to distinct portions of the received data stream is met by the disclosure of Kenyon, 
which teaches receiving broadcast information and processing the broadcast information to 
provide a plurality of analyzed waveforms, Abstract; col. 7, lines 35-58. 

Regarding the specific feature of ' forming a first plurality of feature time series 
waveforms respectfully corresponding to distinct portions of the received data streams', Kenyon 
teaches "the input signal is analyzed and filtered to provide several low bandwidth analog 
channels, each of the these channels is fed to a feature generator where it is digitized to form a 
feature data set that is analyzed to determine if it matches one of the patterns in the first stage 
reference library", emphasis added, see col. 4, lines 52-60 & col. 10, lines 29-63, which reads on 
the claimed subject matter. 

As for the recitation of an interface for randomly selecting portions of the data stream, 
Kenyon does not specifically discloses such a technique, nevertheless the claimed technique is 
taught by Ishihara, (col. 4, lines 58-61; col. 6, lines 63-67). Ishihara, which is also directed to 
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image analyzing & image recognition, teaches forming time series information of moving 
pictures, (Abstract; col. 4, lines 10-60 & col. 13, lines 40-67). It would have been obvious for 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to modify Kenyon with the 
technique of arbitrarily or randomly selecting portions of a data stream for analysis, at least for 
the desirable benefit of providing the system with increased flexibility. 

As for the claimed feature of storing a second plurality of waveforms and correlating the 
first and second plurality of waveforms and designating a recognition when a statistic correlation 
between the first and second plurality of waveforms reaches a predetermined value, Kenyon 
discloses that a reference signals are also processed and stored in a large signature database, col. 
(col. 4, lines 44-5 1 ; col 7, lines 4-2 1 ; col. 7, lines 54-56. Kenyon goes on to teach that the 
broadcast signals are compared to the reference signals, using a first stage classification see; col. 
5, lines 4-3 1 & col. 8, lines 46-60, which meets the claimed processor structure for correlating 
the first and second feature time series waveforms. 

The additionally claimed feature of designating a recognition when the a statistic of the 
correlation routine reaches a predetermined value, reads on the combination of Ishihara and 
Kenyon that detects when the amplitude level of the correlation function reaches a predetermined 
threshold; see (col 5, lines 21-25; col. 5, lines 43-50; col. 7, lines 50-57). 
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Considering claims 2-3, Kenyon discloses that the invention is applicable to radio & TV 
broadcast signals, which includes audio & video data, col. 6, lines 48-56, also see Ishihara, col. 
6, lines 47-49. 

Considering claim 4, see col. 4, lines 46-52. 

Considering claim 5, since Kenyon is directed to monitoring broadcast signals, it would 
have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to 
switch the tuner to receive a different input stream after, the current input stream has been 
identified, at least in order to more efficiently utilize the resources. 

Considering claim 6, the claimed plurality of portions of the received data stream is broad 
enough to read on video data; in that odd field one overlaps the event field in order to form each 
frame of video data. 

Considering claim 7, Kenyon teaches rank-ordering feature time series, col. 5, lines 20- 
45; col. 7, lines 12-16 & col. 8, lines 46-50. The claimed 'map of likely candidate patterns' reads 
on the disclosure in Kenyon, that the first stage references, which have not been rejected in the 
first stage classification process, are then queued according to their difference measurements, 
col. 5, lines 27-38; col. 7, lines 9-22 & col. 8, lines 46-53. 
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Considering claim 8, Kenyon discloses generating a most distinctive, i.e. descriptive 
value for different segments of the data stream, col. 16, lines 1-22. 

Considering claim 9, Kenyon discloses normalizing the input data, col. 8, lines 28-30; 
col. 12, lines 51-55 & col. 15, lines 25-30. 

Considering claim 10, Kenyon discloses that system process the signals using a 
time/frequency matrix, which reads a Fourier analysis; (col. 12, lines 45-50 & col. 13, lines 4- 
15). Moreover, it is more specifically discussed that Fourier transforms are used, col. 15, lines 
23-24. 

Considering claim 12, Kenyon teaches the well-known feature of time & date parameters 
are utilized, col. 5, lines 55-58. 

Considering claim 13, the correlating function meets the claimed subject matter; Fig. 1, 
col. 5, lines 10-60 & col. 7, lines 50-67. Ishihara teaches random selection of data input, col 4, 
lines 58-61; col. 6, lines 63-67. 

Considering claim 14, Kenyon estimates false alarm probabilities, col. 9, lines 15-25. 

Considering claim 15, Kenyon teaches zero-filling feature time series for expansion of 
the waveform, col 8, lines 20-25; col. 14, lines 15-35; col 14, lines 60-64 & col. 15, lines 5-17. 
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Considering claim 16, see Kenyon, col. 5, lines 10-55 & col. 8, lines 55-65, which 
discusses the use of a cross correlation function. Kenyon does not explicitly state that the 
function generates correlation probability values. However, the disclosure of continuing to match 
the queued values with the second stage reference patterns, (i.e., correlate them) reads on a 
probability function, since the closer the difference between a queued value and the second stage 
reference pattern is to a maximum correlation value, then the higher the probability that a match 
has been found. 

Considering claim 17, the claimed elements of an apparatus of forming video features 
from an input stream that corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of 
claims 1, 3 & 6-8 are likewise analyzed. Kenyon, col. 7, lines 47-53 & col. 10, lines 14-40, meets 
the further claimed feature of using low rate time series. 

Ishihara discloses creating feature time series of various parameters from a video signal, 
such as tone of color or intensity of video image, col. 4, lines 9-25; col. 8, lines 1 1-15. 

As for the additionally claimed feature of transforming the rank-ordered interval 
segments to produce complex spectra, it is disclosed that the input data undergoes a Fourier 
transform, col. 2, lines 58-65 & col. 15, lines 22-25. 
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Considering claim 19, the claimed elements of an apparatus of forming audio features 
from an input stream that corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of 
claims 1 & 6-8 are likewise analyzed. The additionally claimed feature of extracting energy 
from each of the plurality of frequency bands and integrating the extracted energy is met by col. 
12, lines 1-40. It is taught that the input data is placed in energy bands and a summation is taken 
over the band series. 

As for the additionally claimed feature of transforming the rank-ordered interval 
segments to produce complex spectra, it is disclosed that the input data undergoes a Fourier 
transform, col. 2, lines 58-65 & col. 15, lines 22-25. 

Regarding the additional feature of integrating at least one of the intensity and color of 
the video signals, Ishihara discloses the time series may represent the change in tone of color of 
the moving picture, (col. 4, lines 10-30 & col. 15, lines 45-60), which reads on the claimed 
subject matter. 

Considering claim 20, the claimed method of recognizing an input data stream 
corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 1, and is likewise 
analyzed. 

As for the additionally claimed feature of rank ordering features of the first plurality of 
waveforms, reads on Kenyon, col. 5, lines 20-35 & col. 7, lines 5-30. The claimed 'map of 
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candidate patterns' reads on the disclosure in Kenyon, that the first stage references, which have 
not been rejected in the first stage classification process, are then queued according to their 
difference measurements, col. 5, lines 27-38; col. 7, lines 9-22 & col. 8, lines 46-53. 

Considering claim 21, the claimed method of forming video features from an input video 
stream corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 17, and is 
likewise analyzed. 

As for the additionally claimed feature of averaging at least one the of the intensity and 
the color, Ishihara discloses among other image processing functions that may operate on the 
time series waveforms, smoothing, interpolation or averaging may occur, which reads on the 
claimed subject matter, col. 7, lines 58-64. Also see Kenyon, col. 10, lines 15-30, which 
discusses the advantages of averaging the input signal in a pre-processing stage, as a way of 
reducing the computation required. 

Considering claim 22, the claimed method of forming audio features from an input audio 
stream corresponds with subject matter mentioned above in the rejection of claim 17, and is 
likewise analyzed. 

Considering claim 23, the claimed features that correspond with subject matter mentioned 
above in the rejection of claims 1 & 20 are likewise analyzed. Furthermore, it is disclosed that 
the system is microprocessor based, thereby including the recitation of a computer readable 
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storage medium that causes one or computers to perform the claimed subject matter; see col. 16, 
lines 39-48. 

Considering claims 24-25, the claimed features that correspond with subject matter 
mentioned above in the rejection of claim 17 are likewise analyzed. Furthermore, it is disclosed 
that the system is microprocessor based, thereby including the recitation of a computer readable 
storage medium that causes one or computers to perform the claimed subject matter; see col. 16, 
lines 39-48. 

Considering claim 26, the claimed features that correspond with subject matter mentioned 
above in the rejection of claim 20 are likewise analyzed. Furthermore, it is disclosed that the 
system is microprocessor based, thereby including the recitation of a computer readable storage 
medium that causes one or more computers to perform the claimed subject matter; see col. 16, 
lines 39-48. 

Considering claim 27, the claimed features that correspond with subject matter mentioned 
above in the rejection of claims 1, 14 & 20 are likewise analyzed. The additionally claimed 
feature of correlating the most distinctive features of each stored pattern is met by col. 16, lines 
1-25. The claimed features of estimating the probability that correlation value could occur from 
a random event, rejection of those candidate patterns above a certain threshold and accepting the 
candidate pattern if above a threshold reads on col. 9, lines 15-25. Kenyon does not discuss that 
the estimating procedure is repeated for unresolved patterns. It would have been obvious for one 
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of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made, to also repeat the estimation 
process for unresolved patterns, for the desirable improvement of more accurately identifying the 
entire broadcast stream. 

Considering claim 28, the claimed multiple feature streams grouped as frames of multiple 
frequency band energy sampled in time, reads on the plurality of spectragrams created for the 
input signal, col. 5, lines 5-20. 

Considering claim 29, the claimed subject mater reads on the discussion of the most 
spectrally distinct feature, Kenyon col. 16, lines 1-10. 

Considering claim 30, the claimed 'map of likely candidate patterns' reads on the 
disclosure in Kenyon, that the first stage references, which have not been rejected in the first 
stage classification process, are then queued according to their difference measurements, col. 5, 
lines 27-38; col. 7, lines 9-22 & col. 8, lines 46-53. 

Considering claim 31, Official Notice is taken that error rate analysis was well known in 
the art at the time the invention was made. It would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made to recognize values only when the error rate is 
below a certain threshold, because otherwise the values may be considered unreliable, due to a 
high error rate. 
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Considering claim 32, Ishihara discusses the option of a monochromatic image, col. 13, 
lines 57-58. 

Considering claim 33, it would have been obvious to integrate pixel values over distinct 
regions of a frame, at least in order to include a wider range of data. 

Considering claim 35, Kenyon discusses the use of band pass filters 8, col. 10, lines 14- 

45. 

Considering claim 36, Kenyon discusses the use of Fourier analysis, col. 15, lines 24-32, 
but not FFT. Furthermore, Ishihara discusses the use of FFT & DCT, col. 14, lines 25-30. 

Considering claim 37, see Kenyon col. 7, lines 41-48. 

Considering claims 38 & 43 the claimed subject matter reads o the disclosure in Kenyon 
of a minimum of 50% overlap for the segments, col. 14, lines 60-64. 

Considering claims 39-40 & 49-50, rank ordering according to reliability is broad enough 
to read on ranking according to distinctness, since the distinction value of certain features may be 
considered an indication of reliability, se Kenyon col. 16, lines 1-10. 
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Considering claims 42 & 44-48, the combination of Kenyon and Ishihara reads on input 
stream, being audio, video or a combination. 

Considering claim 51, table of links to the most likely patterns reads on the disclosure in 
Kenyon, that the first stage references, which have not been rejected in the first stage 
classification process, are then queued according to their difference measurements, col. 5, lines 
27-38; col. 7, lines 9-22 & col. 8, lines 46-53 

4. Claims 11,18 & 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kenyon, in view of Mobin, (U.S. Pat # 6,532,273). 

Considering claim 11, Kenyon does not discuss performing a decimation function on the 
data stream. However, Mobin discloses that polyphase decimation filtering is used to filter 
multiple phases of an input signal, for instance odd & even fields of an interlaced TV signal; see 
Abstract; col. 2, lines 21-45 & col. 3, lines 60-67. It would have been obvious for one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the invention was made to modify Kenyon, with technique of 
decimation filtering at least for the benefit of handling filtering of a video stream at higher 
speeds, as taught by Mobin, col. 1, lines 12-22. 

As for claim 34, both Kenyon & Ishihara discuss the benefits of time averaging. 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

5. Claims 41 objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but would be 
allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base claim and 
any intervening claims. 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1. 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 
Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9306, (for formal communications intended for entry) 
Or: 

(703) 746-6861 (for informal or draft communications, please label 
"PROPOSED" or "DRAFT") 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II S 2121 Crystal Drive, Arlington. 
VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Reuben M. Brown, whose telephone number is (703) 305-2399. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:30-6:00), First Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Grant Christopher can be reached on (703) 305-4755. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (703) 872-9306 for regular 
communications and After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 



Reuben M. Brown 




